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This paper discusses the studies completed by both Renee Baillargeon (2007) and Daniel 
Polvinelli (2000); Baillargeon studies the possibility of developing folk physics of infants, and 
Polvinelli studies the possibility of developing folk physics in primates. Folk physics is defined 
as humans’ psychological understanding and evaluations of physical objects and their 
movements. Not only does this include the physical properties of objects such as size, color, and 
shape, but also abstract properties such as mass, force, and gravity. Baillargeon defends the early 
awareness of these properties in infants, and Polvinelli defends the existence of the awareness of 
such properties in primates. After discussing both studies, similarities and differences are 
discussed between both of the studies to make a conclusion on whether or not one, or both, of the 
studies appear to hold true. Both studies use physical events to gauge the subjects’ reaction to 
and understanding of the event. However, a very important difference to note is that in 
Baillargeon’s study, all events are done by someone else and the observation of the infant’s 
reaction to the event is recorded, but in Polvinelli’s study, primates are given tasks to complete 
or puzzles to solve on their own through physical activity. After evaluating both studies, it is 
found that Baillargeon study does show that infants develop awareness of the abstract properties 
of objects and their movements over time through continued exposure to such physical events. 
On the other hand, Polvinelli’s research shows that primates do not exhibit this same cognitive 
development, they simply complete tasks through trial and error without any clear understanding 
of why or how something moves or works the way that they observe. However, it is difficult to 
conclude whether one study is more accurate than another or that what the author’s aimed to 
prove has been, without a doubt, proven due to the fact that the studies are so different from one 
another in action although they aim to prove the same hypothesis.  
